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QWESTION: Do you take the.wholelnominican experience as
e real ssmple of our policy across the homlsphere --

SENATCR FULBRIGHT: I would hope not, and I hope that

because of the fast moving events there, the difficul ties of ;
communicsation and understending in Washington -- what was golng
on == which they later did, I think, develop -- I sald that I
could ses the President had great diffliculty in tsking any S
other decision in view of tho adviece he got, and the klnd of !
voeports that he had, I think that was quite true. We made :
this jJudgment, long after the fact, and after long hearlngs.
Fere 1z the question of evaluating just exacily what they did
do, and what the situstion was. And I think that this 1s a
proper wey to proceed, and there's no other way to proceed.
Wo didn't have these facts before.

HIGHTCWER: Senator, one of the bases of the administration's
position or defense of its position, In the Dominicen matter,
was the question of the extent of communist involvement. In the

" sdministration's view, thls was very large, and croated a

danger that the country might go communist. To what extent

‘ do you think this danger exiaﬁed?

PULBRIGHT: Well there werse communist presence, but I
think they exsggerated their signifleance, and I do not belleve
they domirnated the movement. I think part of the interpre tatlon
of this goes back to the fact that Bosch was actually elected by
a large majority. We supported him. He was the legally
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cons tituted govermwent. T was thrown out by the military,

end I think it's quite nstursl -- haman nature -- that the

PRD, the party of Bosch, would seek %o regain thelr power.

T thipnk they were the dominant charaoters. And Malena Urena (2}
and even Camanno, wera naver mcoused of being communist. In
the First days, after the rebellion, 1t was indloated by CIA
and others, that there were very few., And later, upon o=
consideration and further siudy, they declded there were es
many as == L think -- 57. But I think they pay the communlsts
too great a compliment 1n assuming that even 57 would probeably
domlnate a mcvement in whieh there wers thousands involved,

and not sll of them were insignificant characters in the former
govermente

AIGHTCWER: Senator, I'd 1ike to shift the target now ==
in your recent speech defending your dotermination %o apeak out,
you sald, many of the 1le tters I received on an earller speech,
exprosged concern sbout the pole of the Department of Defense,
end the role of the Centrsl Intelligence Agency, in the conduct
of American forelgn polley. Slnce you saw fit to include thls
in your speech, I assume you feel there is scme significeance in
thess comments. '

What do you concelve to be thls role?
FULBRIGHT: 0f the military and CIA?
HIGHTOWER: Of the military and CIA.

FOLBRIGHT: I don't think they should be too prominent in
policy making. (f course the miltitary, tradltionally should be
subject to civilian policy making, end the CIA ls supposed to
be an intelligence sgency only, and not an operating agency in
e exceution of forsign polley. I think there 18 & feeling -=-
parhaps I reflect my own fealing -~ that they'rs very prominent
in thosse matters. , '

YIGHTOWER: Well mey I ask, specifically sir, do you think
that the Depsartment of Doefense and/or the CIA have a decisive
infiuense in determining U. S. policy in Viet Nam?

TULBRIGHY: T think they have s very great part --

HIGHTCWER: Do you think‘they have teco greai an influence?

FULBRIGHT: Well, I would prefer that the civilian agencies
be the major and decisive influence, heceaude I doubt very mch
that a military decislon can really lmprove the sitaation there

iy that aveam. I think it 4s largely a politleal decislion,
political settlemenrt -« soeisl and politicsl -~ that will finally
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bring sbout soms stebility ln the area.

HIGHTOWER: Do you have a feeling that there's an imbalance,
however, developed, 88 88Y be twoen the State Department and the
Defense Depar trent? . '

FULBRIGHT: Well I think thils has beoen developing. When

you consldar 50 per cent of onr budget is controlled by the
Dafense Depariment, with influences throughout thls country,

and the Secretary of Dofonge 1s an extremely eble men, with
groat persuasive powexrs == mich more so than we have normally.
found in that position. It's @ ccmblnation of thess elements.

T don' £ wish to critleize him as such ~-= I think he's & very flne
and officisnt administrator, as heed of the Defensze Deparitment.
iz 18 & matter of judgment, as to whe ther or not you think

that the military actions, intervention, can scolve these
problems, and id 15 the way to approsch them. Now we == as I |
anld before -- we wore injected Lnto thls area, this adminlstratlon
wap ~- they dldn't create 1%, and they heve to now meet the
milltsry threat. DBut this, T think, should be minimized and
- subjected to long term pollticel pollicys ‘ :
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